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DIGEST:

1. Bidder' capability to comply with specifications
La matter cf responsibility to be determined by the
':ontract ng officer and will not be reviewed by
GAO ixcept in circumstances not present here.

2. Contractcrs tuture compliance with specifications
involves matter of contract administration and is
not for resolution under GAO bid protest function.

~. Where protester's initial submission indicates
protest is without merit, GAO will render decision
cn matter without requesting report from procur'ing
agency.

Bates and Associates, Inc. protests two recent
procurements conducted by tne Naval Air Station,
Patuxent River, Maryland. Both solicitations, NG0421-
75-B-0135 and N00421-78-O-908C, called for furnish ng
metal storage buildings. The protester -elieveu that
the awardees could offer lower prices than the protest-
er's only if they will not meet the specifications.
The protester requests that the award process be re-
viewed to insure full compliance with the specif~ca-
tions.

To the extent that this protest concerns the
agency's pre-award determinations that proposed award-
ees will perform in full compliance with the specifi-
cations, it involves a challenge to the affirmative
determination of responsibility. This Office does not
review protests of affirmativi determinations of respon-
sibility, axcept ii circ'imsLances noL relevant here.
See Central Metal Products, Inc., 54 Comp. Gen, 66
(1974), 74-2 CPD 64; Data Test Corporation, 54 Comp..
Gen. 499 (1974), 74-2 CPD 365, affirmed 54 Comp. Gen.
715 (1975), 75-1 CPD 138.
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To the extent that the protest may reflect a
belief that the contractors will delfver and the Govern-
ment will accept buildings which are not in full com-
pliince with the specifications, it relates to a matter
of contract administration which is not subject to
resolution under our bid protest functions. General
Automatic Corporation, B-1902,6, January 5, 19;8, 78-1
CPD 8.

Thus, this case falls within the ambit of our
decisions which hold that where it is clear from the
protester's initial submission that the protest is
not reviewable, we will dismiss the matter on the basis
of the protester's submission without requesting a
report from the procuring agency under our Bid Pro-
test Procedures. 4 C.F.R. Part 20 ([977). See Western
Hranch Diesel, Inc., 8-190407, December 21, l9777'77-T
CPD 494 and the cases cited therein. Nevertheless, we
have been assured inforzally by the Naval Supply Sys-
tems Cem..m.nd that, in accordance with its urual practice,
tha merits of the protester's allegations will be
investigated by the procuring office.

Acuordinglyr, this protest is summarily dismissed.

PAul G. Dembl /g

General Counsel




